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EXTENSION OF TIME TO FILE REPLY BRIEF
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1

Pursuant to TBMP § 1203.02(d), Applicant Dyson Limited requests an additional thirty 

(30) days, until September 23, 2014, to file a reply brief in this ex parte appeal.  The Examining 

Attorney’s brief was submitted on August 4, 2014.  The Applicant’s optional reply brief is 

currently due twenty (20) days later, August 24, 2014.  TBMP § 1203.02(c).  The undersigned 

attorney has long-scheduled travel plans during the month of August, and would be unable to 

prepare a reply brief within the standard time period.  The client contact at Dyson Limited will 

also be away from the office for several weeks in August.  As the appeal presents nuanced 

questions about the scope of the Applicant’s utility patents and whether or not the applied-for 

trade dress is, as a whole, functional, the Applicant believes a reply brief is necessary to rebut the 

arguments in the Examining Attorney’s brief.  Accordingly, good cause exists for the requested 

extension.  The Applicant respectfully requests an additional thirty (30) days, until September 

23, 2014, to file a reply.  This is the Applicant’s first request for an extension of time.

Respectfully submitted,

Dated:  August 5, 2014 By:
    /Jennifer Lee Taylor/ _________________
Jennifer Lee Taylor
Attorney for Applicant
Morrison & Foerster LLP

Morrison & Foerster LLP
425 Market Street
San Francisco, California  94105-2482
Telephone: (415) 268-6538
Facsimile:  (415) 268-7522


